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DETAILED ACTION 
SET I 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1. Claims 1-4, 6-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mangold (US 2002/0093929). 

As to claim 1 , Mangold teaches a wireless device that is adapted to communicate 
wirelessly with a class 1 device and a class 2 device, wherein the class 2 device is 
capable of communicating in a 

manner that is not compatible with the class 1 device (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their 
descriptions), the wireless device comprising: 

host logic 

an antenna, and 

a medium access control coupled the host logic and the antenna wherein the 
MAC causes the wireless device to emit a poll that is recognized differently by the class 
1 device as compared to the class 2 device and causes the wireless device to operate 
for a reserved period of time in which the class 2 device can communicate in a manner 
that is not compatible with the class 1 device. 
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As to claim 2, Mangold teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, during the 
reserved period of time, the class 2 device uses a preamble that does not comport with 
preambles associated with the class 1 device (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions) 

As to claim 3, Mangold teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, following 
the reserved period of time, the MAC of the wireless device permits the class 1 device 
to communicate (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions) 

As to claim 4, Mangold teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, following 
the reserved period of time, the MAC of the wireless device permits the class 1 and 
class 2 devices to communicate in a manner that is compatible with the class 1 devices 
(figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions) 

As to claim 6, Mangold teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein the 
wireless device comprises an access point (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions) 

As to claim 7, the claim is a system claim of claim 1; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 8, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein the 
period of time is determined from the multi-device class poll (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their 
descriptions). 

As to claim 9, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, 
following the period of time, the access point permits the class 1 devices to 
communicate on the network (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 
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As to claim 10, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, 
following the period of time, the access point permits both class 1 and class 2 devices to 
communicate on the network (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

As to claim 1 1 , Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 10 wherein, 
during the period of time, the class 2 devices communicate correctly by the class 1 on 
the network using preambles that cannot be interpreted devices, and wherein, following 
the period of time, the access point permits both class 1 and class 2 devices to 
communicate on the network using preambles that the class 1 devices can interpret 
(figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

As to claim 12, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein each 
class 1 device comprises a unique address and the multi-device class poll includes a 
predetermined address that does not correspond to an address of any of the class 1 
devices (paragraph 43, 48). 

As to claim 13, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 12 wherein the 
predetermined interpreted by each class 2 device as signifying a beginning of the period 
of time (paragraph 43, 48). 

As to claim 14, Mangold teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, during 
the period of time, the class 2 devices use a preamble that does not comport with 
preambles associated with the class 
devices (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions) 

As to claim 15, the claim is a method claim of claim 1; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1. 
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As to claim 16, Mangold teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising 
emitting a poll that contains an address that does not correspond to any of the first 
plurality of devices (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

As to claim 17, Mangold teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising 
emitting a poll that contains an address that does not correspond to any of the first 
plurality of devices and that is interpreted by the second plurality of devices as defining 
the specified time period during which the second plurality of devices is permitted to 
communicate in a manner that is incompatible with the first plurality of devices (figures 
1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

As to claim 1 8, Mangold teaches the method of claim 1 5 further comprising, 
following the specified time period, permitting the first plurality of devices to 
communicate on the wireless network (figures 1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

As to claim 19, Mangold teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising, 
following the specified time period, permitting the first plurality and second plurality of 
devices to communicate on the 

wireless network in a manner that is compatible with the first plurality of devices (figures 
1-4, 7, 8 and their descriptions). 

SET II 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 



Application/Control Number: 10/718,954 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2617 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-11, 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Maeshima (US 6,876,850) in view of Schieltz (US 5,659,787). 

As to claim 1 , Maeshima teaches a wireless device that is adapted to 
communicate wirelessly with a class 1 device and a class 2 device, wherein the class 2 
device is capable of communicating in a 

manner that is not compatible with the class 1 device (figure 2, 1 , 16), the wireless 
device comprising: 

host logic (21 A, B) 

an antenna (26A, B), and 

a medium access control (22A, B) coupled the host logic and the antenna 
wherein the MAC causes the wireless device to recognize differently by the class 1 
device as compared to the class 2 device and causes the wireless device to operate for 
a reserved period of time in which the class 2 device can communicate in a manner that 
is not compatible with the class 1 device. 

Maeshima fails to teach terminal device emit a poll. Schieltz teaches terminal device 
emit a poll (col. 8, lines 32-53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the teaching of Schieltz into 
the system of Maeshima in order to enhance the data communication network with 
highly efficient polling procedure. 
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As to claim 2, Maeshima teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, during 
the reserved period of time, the class 2 device uses a preamble that does not comport 
with preambles associated with the class 1 device (figure 16) 

As to claim 3, Maeshima teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, 
following the reserved period of time, the MAC of the wireless device permits the class 1 
device to communicate (17A-G) 

As to claim 4, Maeshima teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein, 
following the reserved period of time, the MAC of the wireless device permits the class 1 
and class 2 devices to communicate in a manner that is compatible with the class 1 
devices (figure 28A-G) 

As to claim 6, Maeshima teaches the wireless device of claim 1 wherein the 
wireless device comprises an access point (figure 1) 

As to claim 7, the claim is a system claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 8, Maeshima teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein the 
period of time is determined from the multi-device class poll (figure 17, 18). 

As to claim 9, Maeshima teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, 
following the period of time, the access point permits the class 1 devices to 
communicate on the network (figure 1). 

As to claim 10, Maeshima teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, 
following the period of time, the access point permits both class 1 and class 2 devices to 
communicate on the network (figure 18). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Maeshima teaches the wireless network of claim 1 0 wherein, 
during the period of time, the class 2 devices communicate correctly by the class 1 on 
the network using preambles that cannot be interpreted devices, and wherein, following 
the period of time, the access point permits both class 1 and class 2 devices to 
communicate on the network using preambles that the class 1 devices can interpret 
(figure 16, 18). 

As to claim 14, Maeshima teaches the wireless network of claim 7 wherein, 
during the period of time, the class 2 devices use a preamble that does not comport with 
preambles associated with the class 
devices (figure 18A-G). 

As to claim 15, the claim is a method claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 16, Maeshima teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising 
emitting a poll that contains an address that does not correspond to any of the first 
plurality of devices (col. 8, lines 10-21). 

As to claim 17, Maeshima teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising 
emitting a poll that contains an address that does not correspond to any of the first 
plurality of devices and that is 

interpreted by the second plurality of devices as defining the specified time period 
during which the second plurality of devices is permitted to communicate in a manner 
that is incompatible with the first plurality of devices (col. 8, lines 10-21). 
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As to claim 18, Maeshima teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising, 
following the specified time period, permitting the first plurality of devices to 
communicate on the wireless network (figure 17A-G). 

As to claim 19, Maeshima teaches the method of claim 15 further comprising, 
following the specified time period, permitting the first plurality and second plurality of 
devices to communicate on the 

wireless network in a manner that is compatible with the first plurality of devices (figure 
18A-G). 

3. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maeshima and Schieltz in view of Mangold (US 2002/0093929). 

As to claim 12 and 13, Maeshima and Schieltz teaches the wireless network of 
claim 7 wherein each class 1 device comprises a address and the multi-device class 
poll. Maeshima and Schieltz fails to teach a predetermined address that does not 
correspond to an address of any of the class 1 devices and the predetermined address 
is interpreted by each class 2 device as signifying a beginning of the period of time. 
Mangold teaches a predetermined address that does not correspond to an address of 
any of the class 1 devices and the predetermined address is interpreted by each class 2 
device as signifying a beginning of the period of time (paragraph 037, 039). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the teaching of Mangold into the system of Maeshima and Schieltz 
in order to enhance the system performance of the radio communication method. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



Claim 5 is objected in the previous Office Action. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




July 20, 2006 
DANH CONG LE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



